Uppsala, August 16, 1990 



Harold Weisberg 
7627 Old Receiver Road 
Frederick 
Maryland 
217 01 USA 

Dear Harold, 

some time has gone since I got your books and I have many times 
thought of writing you to express my enthusiasm. 

Here at last is such a letter. Thank you for sending the books and 
also thank you for writing two very interesting letters. 

This letter to you will be rather lengthy I guess, since I have a 
number of questions and a few things that you might be interested to 
know. I do hope that you have the time and strength to think about it 
and answer it - 1 know that your health is not in the best condition. 

First, though, I will tell you this: one reason that I did not write 
sooner was that I wanted to read more of what you had written first. 
The time I have had to read about the Kennedy assassination, 
besides all other things I have to read for my job as a journalist, is 
unfortunately more limited than I would like. \y 

While waiting for your books I started reading a relative' new book 
on the Kennedy case, John H Davis': "Mafia Kingfish" about New 
Orleans mobster Carlos Marcello and the possibility that he was 
involved in the murder of the President. 

That being no small book I just recently started thoroughly 
reading through your first Whitewash volume. (Of course I have 
have been looking in both that and your other books a number of 
times, but books like yours of course demand serious study from the 
reader and that is what they are going to get from me.) 

Already I have thought much about what we talked a little about 
on the phone earlier this year, about the different approaches a 
writer could have on this subject. The Davis book, while interesting, 
is trying to convince the reader about a certain hypothesis (the 
Marcello involvement) — even if the author is putting forward a 
number of formal reservations of his own. All this is of course 
within is rights as a researcher, but I get the feeling that he omits 
everything that doesn't fit. Most obvious, I think, is that he seems to 
downplay the facts pointing to the dubious role of the FBI. Possibly 
the same goes for the CIA: when Davis writes about the Garrison 
investigation he implies that Garrison was in the hands off the 
Mafia and therefore sought to point to someone else to get the heat of 
the real conspirators. I suppose there are a number of disturbing 
facts pointing to the CIA, maybe as 6trong as or stronger than those 
pointing towards Marcello., but they don't really fit Davis' 
conclusions. 

It also seems to me that Davis is ailse very selective when he 
writes about all the evidence from the scene of the murder. Is he 
worried that a thorough check of all that would weaken the Marcello 
hypothesis and possibly point in other directions? 

In any case, for my part I guess that Marcello could have been 
part of a conspiracy related to the assination in some way — 
assuming Davis is relatively truthful when he writ^ about his main 



subject it even seems probable. But even then I guess there is a 
strong possibility that other forces had the decisive role in the crime. 

Obviously there are a number of researchers who have presented 
Marcello as a suspect. I would like to ask you, since I now have read 
the Davis book even if that wasn't the best way to start my studies in 
the subject: 

What credibility do you think the hypothesis of Marcello 
involvement has? 

What is your opinion about Davis' book, if you have read it? 

What is your general evaluation of Garrison? 

And by the way: you mentioned that your book 'Oswald in New 
Orleans ", dealing with circumstances connected to the Garrison 
investigation, is out of print. Do you think it is an important book 
compared to the other ones you wrote? Should I try to get it 
somewhere? 

Now to other issues: 

you sent me copies of interesting documents (I made copies of 
those — as well as your letters — to Sven An6r and Olle Als6n, the 
two journalists that ordered books through me). 

It is really first by now that I have taken myself the time to really 
study these documents. 

The memorandum to Bill Moyers from Katzenbach is the most 
easily understood. It strikes me as an almost incredibly obvious 
evidence of how authorities from the beginning decided to present a 
politically motivated official "truth" of the murder. 

Here is my thinking about it. Forgive me if I am lengthy but I 
think the memo gives reason to draw conclusions on very central 
issues and I want your comments on this: 

1. When Katzenbach wants the public to be satisfied that Oswald 
was the assassin, that he did not have confederates and that the 
evidence would have convicted him at trial - then Katzenbach also 
proposes that the White House should stop further police 
investigation of the murder or that it should accept that Hoover 
stopped such investigation. In fact Katzenbach proposes that the 
FBI writes a report to conclude the case. 

2. What Katzenbach really knew or thought he knew about the 
murder is impossible to know. But he could not possibly have 
believed the version that he wanted to offer the public. The 
conclusion came before the investigation. And also: if Katzenbach 
very soon after the murder had said that he knew there was a 
conspiracy, then there at least existed a theoretical possibility for 
such a knowledge. But who could have given sufficient proof that 
Oswald had no confederates? To Katzenbach? Immediately after the 
murder? The only person who possibly could have presented such a 
story with some credibility at first sight was Oswald himself, which 
he didn't. 

3. If Katzenbach knew that he tried to sell an unsubstantiated 
version to the public, which also meant that the police investigation 
should be stopped, why did he do such a thing? 

In the event that he had no secret knowledge at all about the 
assassination - why did he want to stop the search for the truth 
about a crime of such historic proportions? Possibly the 
assassination could be the beginning of a series of violent acts which 
could only be stopped if the criminals were caught. 

The only answer I could think of is that Katzenbach had strong 



reason to believe that public knowledge about the truth of the crime 
would hurt interests that he identified with. And that this damage 
would be greater than the damage done by hiding the truth. 

So: either Katzenbach had been given some information about the 
murder itself after which he, probably together with others, had 
drawn certain conclusions - or had some person in authority (for 
example Hoover) just told Katzenbach that the lid must be put on the 
box in the interest of the nation or something like that. 

If you see any flaws in the reasoning above , please let me know. 
The whole thing is of special interest to me, because the same 
general features - no real investigation, the scapegoat method...— 
applies to the Palme case. For a serious student of the Palme 
assassination it seems obvious that authorities do not want to look 
for the truth. However, this is an idea which many people in Sweden 
still find hard to believe or do not wish to believe. The Moyers memo 
is very interesting because it gives proof of the attitude on part of the 
authorities in the US in a situation very similar to the one of the 
Swedish authorities after the Palme murder. 

Also: how much has this memo been discussed in US medial 

How did you get the memo and when ? 

Have researchers or journalists asked Moyers or Katzenbach 
about this memo? Could they still be questioned? 

Next: the FBI headquarters tickler. You wrote that you hoped that 
it spoke for itself. Well, my general feeling is that it stinks. But there 
is a number of things about it which I do not quite understand. I 
will not go through all of my questions, perhaps most of them will be 
answered when have I read all your books. 

I would appreciate, though, if you present to me your general 
conclusions from the FBI document. 

Next: August 7 there was a full page article in the Stockholm 
daily Aftonbladet from their New York correspondent. He told about 
a man named Ricky White who held a press conference in Dallas in 
the JFK Assassination Center on August 6. 

Probably you are well informed about this, but still I give you the 
basic story in the article (at least you will see to what extent I might 
be misinformed by the Swedish journalist): Ricky White told the 
press that he knew that his father, Roscoe White, shot JFK. 

Roscoe White had been with Oswald in the Marine Corps and 
knew him. Two months prior to the Kennedy assassination White 
got a job at the Dallas police force. White and two other policemen 
shot the President. White was on the grassy knoll, the others where 
in respectively the Texas School Book Depository and The County 
Records Building. The three policemen acted on CIA orders. White 
had a secret name in the operation; "The Mandarin". His 
colleagues were similarly called "Lebanon” and "Saul". Oswald was 
involved in the plan but did not shoot a single shot. 

White also shot Tippit. All this was in Roscoe White’s diary, Ricky 
White says. The diary was later confiscated by the FBI. 

Ricky White's mother, Geneva, -/alive/Tout very ill — heard her 
husband and Ruby discuss the murder conspiracy, according to 
what the son told media. 

A local priest, Jack Shaw, also took part in the press conference. 

He said that Roscoe White several times told him about the 
Kennedy murder, the last time on his death bed. Roscoe White died 



after a fire in 1971 . Shaw believes that the fire was arranged to 
silence White, he says. 

The story interested me, first because it did not sound too stupid. 
Nothing in the article made me feel that there was something funny 
involved. Second: police involvement in the assassination itself has 
been a topic for discussion concerning the Palme murder. A 
number of circumstances has pointed to the possibility of that 
policemen might have been involved in preparations, in executing 
the murder itself, organizing the murderer's getting away and 
creating chaos in the police work afterwards. This has been openly 
discussed in Swedish media. My paper got sentenced in a libel suit 
because we named the names of four policemen whose actions 
during the night of the murder has not been properly investigated by 
the authorities. (We did not say they were involved in a conspiracy, 
we only criticized the lack of investigation.) 

Third: Recently Swedish media has been writing a lot about 
possible CIA involvement in the Palme murder. The reason is that 
the Italian president Cossiga after a series of TV shows about the 
CIA ordered the prime minister to investigate the truth about 
certain allegations: especially that the CIA has been working to 
destabilize Italian politics but also possible CIA involvement in the 
Palme assassination together with the infamous Italian 
Freemasonic lodge P 2 (Propaganda Due). So much is now clear to 
the thinking Swedish newspaper-reader that the Swedish police do 
not want to investigate a possible CIA connection. 

Again: I have no opinion whether the CIA is or is not involved in 
the Palme case. The point is that the police should investigate that 
possibility too — or declare that certain solutions to the murder will 
not be thought of for diplomatic or other reasons. 

So now I wonder: what credibility do you think the White story 
has? Have you come to think of facts supporting it, or facts which 
prove that it is untrue? 

Also: what is your opinion of the JFK Assassination Center? And 
do you have their address? 

In one of your letters you told about a vicious FBI diatribe against 
Oswald that you# could xerox for me. 

Yes, / would like to have the FBI document on Oswald Would you 
please tell me the cost and I will send you a check. 

Finally: this fall I will not work on my paper, Intemationalen. 
Instead I will devote my full energy to write a book about the Palme 
case from a certain angle. Today, just a few hours ago I signed a 
contract with a well-known Stockholm publishing house on a book 
about the latest developments in the Palme case: two trials against a 
number of top police chiefs and their associates for illegal electronic 
eavesdropping in the homes of some Kurdish political refugees. The 
refugees were, according to the police chiefs, suspected of being part 
of a murder conspiracy against Palme. However, there has been a 
lot of questions about the dubious basis for these suspicions against 
the Kurds, and now the police chiefs are accused of crimes against 
the Swedish constitution. Formally they run the risk of going to 
prison. The most famous of the police chiefs has tried to force the 
Swedish government to stop the trial or else he will tell openly about 
secret things sensitive to the security of the nation, he says. I can 
tell you more about it if you wish. 



In my book I will indude a lot of aspects of the Palme 
investigation (or lack of investigation). I would also like to write a 
chapter on similarities with the Kennedy non-investigation. It 
means that I will be very grateful if you have the time and interest to 
answer my letters. 

This did become a long letter, as I antidpated. 

My best wishes to you 



Stenhammars vag 4, 6 tr 
S-756 49 Uppsala 
Sweden 

PS. I will be abroad until September 1 st, so be in no hurry to 
answer the letter. 




